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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to because "retaining projections 7a" f described in 
paragraph 0041 on page 9, line 13 of the specification are not identified on any of the 
drawings as there is found no reference numeral 7a thereon. 

Also, the cross-hatching symbols are now shown to indicate that all parts of the 
fitting are metallic. Is this intended? See MPEP §608.02IX for proper drawing symbols. 

Furthermore, all the reference numerals and leader lines are hand drawn and, as 
such, not befitting the quality of the drawings to which they refer, as if the draftsman and 
the specification writer were not collaborating in this application. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing 
figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement 
sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and 
appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings 
for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing 
date of an. application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" 
or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the 
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examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in 
the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

On page 3, paragraph 0014 is not well written and difficult to understand as a 

result. 

Also on page 4, the last sentence of paragraph 0016 is awkward and unclear. 
What is a "nearly arbitrarily large radial extent"? 

Furthermore, move "DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENTS" from page 8, before paragraph 0039 where it is presently, to head the 
section starting on page 7 before paragraph 0032 instead. 

Moreover, as mentioned in paragraph 1 above, reference numeral 7a of 
paragraph 0041 on page 9, line 13 is not shown on any of the drawings. Should it be 
called out in the specification? This first sentence here is a run-on, and difficult to 
understand as a result. 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. On page 15, line 8 "radially outwardly expandable outwards in an insertion 
direction" could be better expressed. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Objections 

3. Claim 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: "chuck (2)" in the 
fourth line is followed by "tensioning screw (2)" of the last line. Which is it? Or, are they 
one and the same? If so, say so in the detailed description. See also paragraph 5 
below. 

4. Claim 14 is objected to because of the following informalities: "according to one 
Claim 13" should read -according to Claim 13- instead. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Reference numeral (2) is used to describe both the chuck and 
a tensioning screw, making it indefinite. Please clarify. 

7. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. An "opening" that is "closed" comprising an "opening" is 
indefinite. P l cooc uoo o l oar tormo * 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. Claims 1-7, 13, and 14 are hereby rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Bartholoma et al (US PGPub 2002/0006309 A1). 

10. Referring to the embodiment of Figs 6-8 therein, and regarding claim 1 , 
Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting (1 ) for fixing a longitudinal body, for example, 
a cable, a hose, a pipe, a corrugated hose, or the like, to an opening, especially to an 
opening or a perforation in a housing wall (4), wherein the connector fitting (1) 
comprises a chuck (9), which penetrates the opening (3) in a position of use and is 
provided with slits (as 6) that extend generally in an axial direction, said chuck 
comprising a thread located on a section (9a), which is arranged and remains in front of 
the opening, wherein the chuck radially expands outwards in an insertion direction 
behind the opening into a clamping region containing the slits (10), and can be 
tightened on an outer side or in front of the opening of the housing by the thread and a 
matching tensioning nut (11), such that the clamping region can be directly or indirectly, 
at least partially, withdrawn into the opening and thus braced against the longitudinal 
body (as seen in Fig 8), wherein the tensioning nut (11) comprises an abutment (23) 
acting in the axial direction and the chuck (9) comprises a counter-abutment (top end of 
9) adjacent to the thread section and the counter-abutment exerts pressure on the 
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abutment in a released position of the chuck (9). See also column 4, lines 48-50 of the 
summary regarding the abutment. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 2, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 1 , wherein a region of the chuck (9) bearing the counter-abutment covers the 
abutment (23) of the tensioning nut (1 1 ) in the axial direction on a side facing away from 
the housing (top of 9). 

12. Regarding claim 3, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 1 , wherein the tensioning nut (1 1 ) comprises a sleeve-like extension (23) located 
adjacent the threads in the axial direction, within which the radially inwardly extending 
abutment (top of 9, best seen in Fig 8) is arranged. 

13. Regarding claim 4, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 3, wherein the abutment is arranged at an end of the internal thread of the 
tensioning nut (11) between the thread region and the sleeve-like extension (23). 

14. Regarding claim 5, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 3, wherein an axial dimension of the sleeve-like extension (23) is at least as large 
as an axial displacement path when the chuck (9) is tightened or larger, and that the 
counter-abutment (top of 9) located on the chuck (9) is also arranged for a tightened 
tensioning screw (see paragraph 6 above) of tensioning nut (1 1) within the sleeve-like 
extension (23). 

15. Regarding claim 6, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 1, wherein the counter-abutment is arranged on an end of the chuck (9) facing 
away from a tensioning region and is an annular piece which is connected to the chuck 
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(top end) and which axially covers the abutment (23) of the tensioning nut (1 1 ) in a 
position of use (best seen in Fig 8), said annular piece extending over at least a part of 
a circumference of the chuck (9) and the abutment (here shown over entire 
circumference). 

16. Regarding claim 7, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 6, wherein the counter-abutment formed as the annular piece (top of 9) is 
connected integrally with the chuck (9) or as a separate part, especially a sealing ring or 
O-ring, inserted into a groove at an end of the chuck. Though the separate part is not 
taught, it is here listed as optional, therefore the entire claim is anticipated by the 
integral piece. 

17. Regarding claim 13, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 1 , wherein between the chuck (9) and the perforation edge there is a slotted 
connecting piece (5), which can be expanded by means of chuck (9) and which 
engages behind the perforation on an inside with retaining projections (8), where force 
can be exerted on an inside of the connecting piece by an outer side of the chuck (9). 

18. Regarding claim 14, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 13, wherein the connecting piece (5) engaging behind the perforation on the 
inside with retaining projections (8) is connected to the tensioning nut (1 1) by screw 
connection for adapting to various wall thickness values (see also column 2, lines 13-20 
and column 6,, lines 23-26 of the summary). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

19. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

20. Claims 8-12 are hereby rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bartholoma et al (US PGPub 2002/0006309 A1) as applied to claims 1-7, 13, and 
14 above, and further in view of Post et al (US 5,626,493). 

21 . Regarding claim 8, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 1 , but do not teach that the counter-abutment on the chuck (9) comprises at least 
one finger extending radially oyer an outer circumference thereof and especially 
projecting tangentially, nor that on the abutment (23) of the tensioning nut (1 1 ) covering 
it in the position of use, a projection is provided extending in the axial direction, said 
projection contacting the finger in a circumferential direction for blocking rotational 
motion, though Post et al do. Referring to Fig 3 therein, Post et al teach at least one 
finger (70) extending radially over an outer circumference (4) with a projection (60) 
contacting each finger for blocking rotational motion. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the connector fitting of 
Bartholoma et al with the fingers and projections of Post et al for the purpose of blocking 
rotational motion. 

22. Regarding claim 9, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 



Application/Control Number: 10/510,419 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3679 

claim 1 , but do not teach that the counter-abutment formed as finger is elastic and can 
be deflected for contact on the abutment projection elastically up to an inner wall of the 
sleeve-like extension, though Post et al do (see items 60 and 70, both of which are 
resilient/elastic, therefore deflect). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to provide the connector fitting of Bartholoma et al 
with the elastically contacting finger/projections of Post et al for the purpose of allowing 
them to deflect while they pass in turning, then engage one another in a fixed annular 
space, thereby blocking rotational motion in the other direction. 

23. Regarding claim 10, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 9 as described in claim 1 , but do not teach that the finger (70) is used as the 
counter-abutment nor that it extends diagonally or tangentially stands against a relative 
rotational direction of the outer thread of the chuck (9), though Post et al do (see how in 
Fig 3, surface 66 slides along 72 on a diagonal, and then in Fig 4 they stand tangentially 
against each other at 68 once engaged). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the connector fitting of Bartholoma 
et al with the diagonally extending fingers of Post et al for the purpose of tangentially 
standing against relative rotation of the chuck. 

24. Regarding claim 1 1 , Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 1, but do not teach that the projection standing at a distance opposite the 
abutment in the axial direction is arranged at a diameter, which is smaller than a 
diameter of the circle, at which an outer free end of the abutment finger is located, 
though Post et al do (see different diameters of 60 and 70 in Figs 3 or 4). It would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the 
connector fitting of Bartholoma et al with projections/abutments of different diameters for 
the purpose of passing then engaging, thus locking and blocking rotation in the other 
direction at a given desirable point in its operation. 

25. Regarding claim 12, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 1 , but do not teach that a contact side of the projection extends steeply, especially 
somewhat axially, and a border of the projection facing away from the contact side 
extends diagonally, though Post et al do (see the angle between 76 and 72 of finger 70 
or between 66 and 68 of projection 60, one construed as steep, the other as diagonal). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to provide the fitting of Bartholoma et al with the specially shaped projection/finger of 
Post el al for the purpose of preventing separation of the chuck and nut while 
demounting the fitting from the wall. 

26. Claims 15 and 16 are hereby rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bartholoma et al (US PGPub 2002/0006309 A1) as applied to claims 
1-7, 13, and 14 above, and further in view of Rubright (US 3,654,382). 

27. Regarding claim 1 5, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 1 , but do not teach that an opening of the sleeve-like extension (between 23 and 
fitting axis) is closed on a side facing away from the housing by a seal, which comprises 
an opening for the longitudinal body, though Rubright does (see 2 and 6 of Figs 2 or 3). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
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to provide the fitting of Bartholoma et al with the seal of Ru bright for the purpose of 
preventing dust and moisture from entering the fitting. 

28. Regarding claim 1 6, Bartholoma et al teach a connector fitting according to 
claim 1 , but do not teach that the chuck includes clamping fingers and at least one of 
the clamping fingers of the chuck comprises a pushing element formed on an outer 
side, said pushing element preventing co-rotation of the chuck with the tensioning nut 
through intermeshing with slits of a connecting piece when the chuck is tightened, 
though Rubright does (see Figs 2-4, items 12 and 18). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to provide the fitting of 
Bartholoma et al with the clamping fingers (12) and pushing element (18) of Rubright for 
the purpose of preventing corotation of the chuck with the tensioning nut when the 
chuck is tightened. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael N. Martino whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7480. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am to 3:30pm, Monday 
through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel P. Stodola can be reached on 571-272-7087. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Michael N. Martino 
13 September 2006 

DANIEL P. ST0D0LA 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CEWTSR 3600 



